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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Amendment 

1 . Applicant's arguments filed on 3/18/2010 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

2. Applicant argues that 

... Larsson teaches that during the time at which the tandem of phone 100 and 
kit 160 are in communication with the cellular system (i.e., in a communication 
session with a wireless network), the phone 100 and kit are in communication 
with each other. Only at step 340, "after the communication is finished, " that is, 
after the phone/kit tandem cease communicating with the cellular system, do the 
phone 100 and kit 160 end communication with each other. 
According to the limitations of claim 5, the embedded phone, using information 
identifying the mobile phone received during communication with the mobile 
phone, is able to communicate with the wireless network associated with the 
mobile phone after the embedded phone and mobile phone have ceased 
communicating with one another. 

Khullar fails to supply the teachings missing from Larsson, namely ending 
communication between a personal mobile phone and an embedded phone, and 
after ending the communication, opening a communication session with a 
wireless network based on a sent confirmation. The Examiner alleges that 
"Khullar discloses a communication system wherein 
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3. In response to applicant's arguments against the references individually, one 
cannot show nonobviousness by attacking references individually where the rejections 
are based on combinations of references. See In re Keller, 642 F.2d 413, 208 
USPQ 871 (CCPA 1981); In re Merck & Co., 800 F.2d 1091, 231 USPQ 375 (Fed. Cir. 
1986). Applicant is arguing against the applied references individually. Under 35 USC § 
103, many analogous arts can be combined to meet the limitations of a claim. Larsson 
et al discloses most of the limitations of the claims. Applicant previously argued that 
Larsson discloses ending communication session also but only after communication 
with cellular system is finished. To counter this argument the reference of Khullar was 
supplied to show that ending a communication session with a device or network is 
known. Khullar discloses a system having two transceivers, say A and B. When this 
device is in communication and using transceiver A, the other transceiver B is disabled. 
This act of disabling transceiver B is effectively ending communication between 
transceiver B and other devices. So the combination of the two applied references still 
disclose the limitations of the claims and thus valid. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

4. The rejection of the claims 5-7 under 35 USC § 1 01 is withdrawn. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 5-7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Larsson et al. (US 6,697, 638) in view of Khullar (6748246). 

With respect to claim 1 , Larsson et al. discloses a computer program product 
residing on a phone embedded in a vehicle for performing a method for automatically 
using a service plan of a personal mobile phone over the phone embedded within the 
vehicle (See Larsson's col. 5 lines 9-29), the method comprising: 

detecting the presence of the personal mobile phone (See Larsson's abstract, 
figure 3, 4, col.3 lines 24-67, col.4 lines 1-20); 

receiving a mobile subscriber identification number from the detected phone (See 
Larsson's abstract, col. 5 lines 58-67, col.6 lines 1-15, col.7 lines 10-11, lines 18- 
25); 

sending the mobile subscriber identification number to a wireless network 
authority; transmitting the mobile subscriber identification number from the embedded 
phone to a wireless network access authority (See Larsson's abstract, col.5 lines 58- 
67, col.6 lines 1-15, col.7 lines 10-11, lines 18-25, col.7 lines 10-11); 

sending an authentication request received from the network authority to the 
personal mobile phone (See Larsson's abstract, figure 3-5, col.3 lines 24-67, col.4 
lines 1-20); 
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receiving a confirmation of the authentication from the personal mobile phone 
(See Larsson's col.5 lines 9-29); sending the confirmation of the authentication to the 
wireless network authority (See Larsson's abstract, col.5 lines 58-67, col.6 lines 1- 
15, col.7 lines 10-11, lines 18-25, col.7 lines 10-11); and after ending the 
communication, opening a communication session with the wireless network based on 
the sent confirmation (See Larsson's abstract, col.5 lines 58-67, col.6 lines 1-15, 
col.7 lines 10-11, lines 18-25, col.7 lines 10-11 figure 5, figure 3-5, col.3 lines 24- 
67, col.4 lines 1-20). 

Larsson discloses everything claimed as applied above to claim 5, except for 
explicitly reciting ending communication between the mobile and embedded phone. In 
analogous art, Khullar discloses a communication system wherein one of two 
transceivers are disabled for power considerations when another transceiver is in 
communication (See Khullar's figure 3, col.5 lines 66-67, col.6 lines 1-31). {disabling 
one of the transceiver would effectively be ending communication with other devices 
with that disabled transceivers} Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the invention of 
Larsson by specifically using the method used in Khullar, for saving battery power, to 
deactivate and thus end communication using one transceiver when another transceiver 
is active, as disclosed by Khullar. 

With respect to claim 6, Larsson discloses a computer program product residing 
in a phone embedded within a vehicle, the computer program product comprising: 
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a first component for detecting the presence of a personal mobile phone (See 
Larsson's abstract, figure 3, 4, col.3 lines 24-67, col.4 lines 1-20); 

a second component for receiving a mobile subscriber identification number from 
the detected phone (See Larsson's abstract, col.5 lines 58-67, col.6 lines 1-15, col.7 
lines 10-11, lines 18-25), 

a third component for sending the mobile subscriber identification number to a 
wireless network authority (See Larsson's abstract, col.5 lines 58-67, col.6 lines 1- 
15, col.7 lines 10-11, lines 18-25, col.7 lines 10-11); 

a fourth component for sending an authentication request received from the 
network authority to the personal mobile phone (See Larsson's abstract, col.5 lines 
58-67, col.6 lines 1-15, col.7 lines 10-11, lines 18-25, col.7 lines 10-11); 

a fifth component for receiving a confirmation of the authentication request from 
the personal mobile phone (See Larsson's abstract, col.5 lines 58-67, col.6 lines 1- 
15, col.7 lines 10-11, lines 18-25, col.7 lines 10-11); 

a sixth component for sending the confirmation of the authentication request to 
the wireless network authority (See Larsson's abstract, col.5 lines 58-67, col.6 lines 
1-15, col.7 lines 10-11, lines 18-25, col.7 lines 10-11); and 

an eighth component for opening, after ending the communication, a 
communication session with the wireless network based on the sent confirmation (See 
Larsson's abstract, col.5 lines 58-67, col.6 lines 1-15, col.7 lines 10-11, lines 18-25, 
col.7 lines 10-11 figure 5, figure 3-5, col.3 lines 24-67, col.4 lines 1-20). 
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Larsson discloses everything claimed as applied above to claim 6, except for 
explicitly reciting ending communication between the mobile and embedded phone. In 
analogous art, Khullar discloses a communication system wherein one of two 
transceivers are disabled for power considerations when another transceiver is in 
communication (See Khullar' s figure 3, col.5 lines 66-67, col.6 lines 1-31). {disabling 
one of the transceiver would effectively be ending communication with other devices 
with that disabled transceivers} Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the invention of 
Larsson by specifically using the method used in Khullar, for saving battery power, to 
deactivate and thus end communication using one transceiver when another transceiver 
is active, as disclosed by Khullar. 

With respect to claim 7, Larsson discloses a vehicle comprising: 
an embedded phone operable to: detect the presence of the personal mobile 
phone (See Larsson's abstract, figure 3, 4, col.3 lines 24-67, col.4 lines 1-20); 
receive a mobile subscriber identification number from the detected phone (See 
Larsson's abstract, col.5 lines 58-67, col.6 lines 1-15, col.7 lines 10-11, lines 18- 
25), 

send the mobile subscriber identification number to a wireless network authority 
(See Larsson's abstract, col.5 lines 58-67, col.6 lines 1-15, col.7 lines 10-11, lines 
18-25, col.7 lines 10-11); 

send an authentication request to the personal mobile phone (See Larsson's 
abstract, figure 3-5, col.3 lines 24-67, col.4 lines 1-20); 
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receive a confirmation of the authentication (See Larsson's col.5 lines 9-29); 
send the confirmation of the authentication to the wireless network authority (See 
Larsson's abstract, col.5 lines 58-67, col.6 lines 1-15, col.7 lines 10-11, lines 18-25, 
col.7 lines 10-11); and 

after ending the communication, open a communication session with the wireless 
network based on the sent confirmation (See Larsson's abstract, col.5 lines 58-67, 
col.6 lines 1-15, col.7 lines 10-11, lines 18-25, col.7 lines 10-11 figure 5, figure 3-5, 
col.3 lines 24-67, col.4 lines 1-20). 

Larsson discloses everything claimed as applied above to claim 6, except for 
explicitly reciting ending communication between the mobile and embedded phone. In 
analogous art, Khullar discloses a communication system wherein one of two 
transceivers are disabled for power considerations when another transceiver is in 
communication (See Khullar's figure 3, col.5 lines 66-67, col.6 lines 1-31). {disabling 
one of the transceiver would effectively be ending communication with other devices 
with that disabled transceivers} Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the invention of 
Larsson by specifically using the method used in Khullar, for saving battery power, to 
deactivate and thus end communication using one transceiver when another transceiver 
is active, as disclosed by Khullar. 



Conclusion 



Application/Control Number: 10/765,720 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2617 

7. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

8. A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Sayed T. Zewari whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6851 . The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30-4:30. 

1 0. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lester G. Kincaid can be reached on 571-272-7922. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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1 1 . Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Sayed T Zewari/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



/LESTER KINCAID/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



